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can work together to replace the fear
and anguish of Obamacare with the
hope and promise of true health care
reform.

————

NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President, on
an entirely different matter, the De-
fense authorization legislation before
the Senate would authorize the pro-
grams and funding that provide the
kind of training and equipment our
military needs in the face of aggressive
threats such as ISIL. It would provide
a well-deserved pay raise to the brave
men and women who give us every-
thing to keep us safe. It contains ex-
actly the same level of funding—ex-
actly the same level of funding—Presi-
dent Obama requested in his own budg-
et: $612 billion.

It is just the kind of legislation you
would expect to receive strong bipar-
tisan support. Up until now, it has. The
NDAA is a bill we typically consider
every year, and it is one that typically
passes with bipartisan support. This
year’s House bill passed with votes
from both parties, while the Senate
version of the bill passed the Armed
Services Committee by a huge bipar-
tisan margin of 22 to 4. That was in the
Senate Armed Services Committee, the
vote on the bill we have before us. It
should be sailing through the Senate
for passage by a similar margin this
week, but some in the Democratic
leadership are now trying to hold it
hostage for partisan reasons.

We live in an age when, as Henry Kis-
singer recently put it, ‘‘the United
States has not faced a more diverse and
complex array of crises since the end of
the Second World War.” Yet some
Democratic leaders seem to think this
is the moment to hold our national se-
curity hostage to the partisan demands
for more spending on Washington bu-
reaucracies, such as the IRS. They
seem to think it is OK to hold our
troops and their families to ransom if
they can’t plus-up unrelated bills, such
as the one that funds their own con-
gressional offices.

The Armed Services Committee
chairman just penned an op-ed on the
issue that I would ask my colleagues to
read. It made many important points,
including this one: There is bipartisan
consensus that we cannot continue to
hold defense funding at BCA levels
after years of dangerous cuts. Military
officials have told us that to do so
could put American lives at risk, which
means it is a scenario we should be
working to avoid at all costs. But some
Democratic leaders seem to view such
a worrying scenario as little more than
leverage to extract more spending for
unrelated bureaucracies.

“It is the first duty of the federal
government to protect the mnation,”
Senator MCCAIN wrote in his piece.
“With global threats rising, it simply
makes no sense to oppose a defense pol-
icy bill full of vital authorities that
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our troops need for a reason that has
nothing to do with national defense
spending.” He is right.

I ask unanimous consent that Sen-
ator MCCAIN’s op-ed be printed in the
RECORD at the conclusion of my re-
marks.

Here is what I am asking today. I am
asking every sensible Democratic col-
league to keep onside with the Amer-
ican people and pull these party leaders
back from the edge. I am asking my
friends across the aisle to join with us
to support wounded warriors instead of
more partisan brinksmanship, to give
our troops a raise instead of giving
gridlock a boost. And I am asking them
to work with us to defeat the contin-
gency funding amendment offered by
the senior Senator from Rhode Island
so that we can keep this bill intact and
consistent with the budget resolution.

The new Congress has been on a roll
in recent months, getting things done
for the American people in a spirit of
greater openness and cooperation.
Let’s keep the momentum going. Let’s
keep that spirit alive. If Senators have
amendments, I would encourage them
to work with Senator MCCAIN to get
them processed. But above all, let’s ig-
nore the partisan voices of the past and
work together for more shared achieve-
ments instead. I think our troops and
their families deserve no less.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From Politico, June 9, 2015]
OBAMA Is WRONG T0 HOLD DEFENSE FUNDING
HOSTAGE
(By Sen. John McCain)

Congress has passed a National Defense
Authorization Act, vital legislation pro-
viding the necessary funding and authorities
for our military and the men and women who
volunteer to defend the nation, for 53 con-
secutive years. This year’s NDAA should be
no different.

The NDAA delivers sweeping defense re-
forms that will enable our military to rise to
the challenges of a more dangerous world.
The legislation contains the most significant
reforms in a generation to a broken acquisi-
tion system that takes too long and costs
too much. It modernizes and improves our
70-year-old military retirement system, ex-
panding benefits to the vast majority of
service members excluded from the current
system. The NDAA reforms Pentagon man-
agement to ensure precious defense dollars
are focused on our war fighters, not on ex-
panding bloated staffs, which have grown ex-
ponentially in recent years.

With $10 billion in wasteful and excessive
spending identified in the Pentagon’s budget,
the legislation invests in crucial military ca-
pabilities for our war fighters. The bill accel-
erates Navy shipbuilding and adds fighter
aircraft to address shortfalls across the serv-
ices. As adversaries threaten our military
technological advantage, the bill looks to
the future and invests in new breakthrough
technologies, including directed energy and
unmanned combat aircraft.

Despite these critical reforms, President
Barack Obama is threatening to veto the
NDAA and future defense spending bills for
reasons totally unrelated to national secu-
rity.

The Budget Control Act, which set in mo-
tion dangerous defense cuts, establishes caps
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on defense and nondefense discretionary
spending. There is bipartisan consensus on
the dangerous impact these spending caps
would have on defense. All of the military
service chiefs testified this year that funding
defense at the level of the BCA caps would
put American lives at risk.

Rather than seeking to avoid this scenario
at all costs, the president is using it as lever-
age to extract increases in nondefense spend-
ing. As his veto threat made clear, the presi-
dent “‘will not fix defense without fixing non-
defense spending.”

Such intransigence shows a disturbing mis-
alignment of White House priorities. It is the
first duty of the federal government to pro-
tect the nation. With global threats rising, it
simply makes no sense to oppose a defense
policy bill full of vital authorities that our
troops need for a reason that has nothing to
do with national defense spending.

The NDAA fully supports Obama’s budget
request of $612 billion for national defense,
which is $38 billion above the spending caps
established by the Budget Control Act. In
other words, this legislation gives the presi-
dent every dollar of budget authority he re-
quested. The difference is that NDAA follows
the Senate Budget Resolution and funds that
$38 billion increase through Overseas Contin-
gency Operations funds.

Parroting White House rhetoric, some Sen-
ate Democrats have been spreading misin-
formation about OCO funding, saying this
funding is inappropriate or somehow limited
in its ability to support our military. This is
nonsense. The NDAA purposefully placed the
additional $38 billion of OCO funding in the
same accounts and activities for which the
president himself requested OCO money.

To be clear, using OCO to pay for our na-
tional defense is not my preference. But
given the choice between OCO money and no
money, I choose OCO, and multiple senior
military leaders testified before the Armed
Services Committee this year that they
would make the same choice for one simple
reason. This is $38 billion of real money that
our military desperately needs, and without
which our top military leaders have said
they cannot succeed.

It remains my highest priority as chair-
man of the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee to achieve a long-term, bipartisan so-
lution that lifts the BCA caps once and for
all. Obama says this is his goal as well. But
the NDAA is a policy bill-—mot a spending
bill—and cannot accomplish that goal. In the
absence of such an agreement, I refuse to ask
the brave young Americans in our military
to defend this nation with insufficient re-
sources that would place their lives in un-
necessary danger. Holding the NDAA hostage
to force that solution would be a deliberate
and cynical failure to meet our constitu-
tional duty to provide for the common de-
fense.

It is simply incomprehensible that as
America confronts the most diverse and
complex array of crises around the world
since the end of World War II, that a presi-
dent would veto funding for our military to
prove a political point. The NDAA before the
Senate authorizes $612 billion for national
defense. This is the amount requested by the
president and justified by his own national
security strategy. For the sake of the men
and women of our military and our national
security, it’s time the president learned how
to say yes.

———

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.
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